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1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 January 2006 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Argxments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 1/27/06 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In pages 8-10 of the remarks, applicant argued that the 
combination of Faber in view of Gustafsson does not teach the 
invention of claims 1, 3, 8, and 10 is not persuasive because 
Faber in coll 3 line 64 to col. 4 line 34 recite adjusting the 
transmission power of the mobile station MS from a base station 
using a power control adjustment signal whereby power is 
increased if the measured signal-to-interference ratio SIR of 
the signal received from the MS is smaller than a threshold and 
col. 2 lines 18-23 which recite the threshold being controlled 
in a manner that the required bit error rate BER is achieved 
with the lowest possible SIR clearly anticipate the step and 
means for determining the BER and adjusting transmit power based 
on the BER. Further, Gustafsson in col. 5 line 56 to col. 6 
line 2 and col. 6 line 22-48 recite the preamble of the frame 
being used by the base station to detect MS access request 
whereby the preamble signature pattern consists of orthogonal 
codes for the purpose of reducing interference and BER clearly 
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anticipate the step and means for replacing a portion of a frame 
with an orthogonal code . 

In pages 10-13 of the remarks, applicant argued that the 
combination of Kang in view of Chen does not teach the invention 
of claims 15-16 and 20-21 is not persuasive because Kang in Fig. 
6 clearly shows the step and means for increasing power for a 
re- transmission of the frame received in error and Chen in Fig. 
2 shows increasing transmit power level and decreasing it in a 
sawtooth feedback fashion clearly reads on increasing transmit 
power by steps as claimed. 

In pages 13-16 of the remarks, applicant argued that the 
combination of Yoshida in view of Faber does not teach the 
invention of claims 25, 27-29, and 31-32 is not persuasive 
because col. 10 lines 28-41 which recite that in case of 
reception error of a line of the image data retransmission 
starts at the error line clearly anticipate the step and means 
for invoking a re- transmission of only the portion of the frame 
received in error without invoking a re- transmission of the 
entire frame; whereby the image data corresponds to the frame of 
data and each line corresponds to a portion of the frame. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U,S,C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under ,37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U-S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1, 3, 8, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Faber (6,405,052) in view of Gustafsson 
et al. (6, 643, 275) . 
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Regarding claims 1, 3, 8, 10: 

Faber discloses a method for controlling transmit power in 
a wireless communications system, comprising: (b) determining a 
bit error rate for a portion of a frame transmitted by the 
wireless communications system (c) adjusting transmit power in 
the wireless communications system based on the determined bit 
error rate (see the abstract, col- 3 line 64 to col. 4 line 34, 
and col. 8 lines 55-61 which recite the transmit power control 
loop being based upon having the preamble portion of the frame 
received without error clearly anticipate the step of 
determining a bit error rate for a portion of a frame 
transmitted by the wireless communications system and adjusting 
transmit power in the wireless communications system based on 
the determined bit error rate) . 

For claims 1, 3, 8, 10, Faber discloses all the subject 
matter of the claimed invention with the exception of (a) 
replacing at least a portion of a frame with an orthogonal code. 

Gustafsson et al . from the same or similar fields of 
endeavor teach that it is known to provide the step of (a) 
replacing at least a portion of a frame with an orthogonal code 
(see col. 5 line 56 col. 6 line 2 and col. 6 lines 22-48 
which recite the frame having a separate preamble and data 
portion and the preamble signature pattern being selected from a 
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plurality of orthogonal codes) . Thus, it would have been 
obvious to the person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to provide the step of replacing at 
least a portion of a frame with an orthogonal code as taught by 
Gustafsson et al. in the communications method and apparatus of 
Faber. The step of replacing at least a portion of a frame with 
an orthogonal code can be implemented by substituting the frame 
structure including the orthogonal codes at the preamble of 
Gustafsson et al. for the frame of Faber. The motivation for 
using the frame structure having the orthogonal codes at the 
preamble as taught by Gustafsson et al. in the communication 
method and apparatus of Faber being that it provides more 
reliability for the system since the system can better receive 
the preamble without interference at the receiving end using 
orthogonal codes . 

5. Claims 15-16 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Kang (6,397,043) in view of Chen 
(5, 960, 361) . 

Regarding claims 15 and 20: 

Kang discloses the method and apparatus for re- transmitting 
frames with errors in a wireless communications system, 
comprising: (a) determining whether a frame was received in 
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error during a transmission in the wireless communications 
system; and (b) increasing transmit power for a re- transmission 
of the frame received in error in the wireless communications 
system (see 6 col. 5 lines 43-44, col- 6 lines 41-47, Fig. 6, 
and col. 6 line 66 to col. 7 line 18 which recite that if the 
error rate count is higher than a specified level then message 
is re-transmitted and the transmit power is increased) . 
Regarding claims 16 and 21: 

Kang discloses wherein the increasing step comprises 
immediately increasing the transmit power in when the frame is 
received in error (see col. 6 lines 41-47 which recite 
increasing the transmit power of the frame) . 

For claims 15-16 and 20-21, Kang discloses all the subject 
matter of the claimed invention with the exception of means for 
increasing transmit power being in accordance with the frame^s 
position in accordance with an amount of data transmitted or by 
steps when one or more starting frames are received in error. 

Chen from the same or similar fields of endeavor teach that 
it is known to provide means for increasing transmit power being 
in accordance with the frame's position in accordance with an 
amount of data transmitted or by steps when one or more starting 
frames are received in error (see col. 3 line 48 to col. 4 line 
16 which recite the increasing transmit power level and 
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decreasing it in a sawtooth feedback fashion as shown in Figs. 
2-3, clearly reads on increasing power by steps when frames are 
received in error). Thus, it would- have been obvious to the 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide means for increasing transmit 
power being in accordance with the frame's position in 
accordance with an amount of data transmitted or by steps when 
one or more starting frames are received in error as taught by 
Chen in the method and apparatus of Rang. The means for 
increasing transmit power being in accordance with the frame's 
position in accordance with an amount of data transmitted or by 
steps when one or more starting frames are received in error can 
be implemented by connecting the means for increasing transmit 
power in the sawtooth step fashion of Chen in the means for 
controlling transmit power of Kang. The motivation for using 
the means for increasing transmit power in the sawtooth step 
fashion as taught by Chen in the method and apparatus of Kang 
being that it provides more efficiency for the system since the 
system can save power and prevent excessive use of power at the 
transmitting end. 
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6. Claims 25, 27-29, and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshida (4,829,524) in view of 
Faber (6,405, 052) . 

Regarding claims 25, 27-29, 31-32: 

Yoshida discloses a method for re-transmitting frames with 
errors in a communications system, comprising: (a) determining 
whether a portion of a frame, wherein the portion comprises a 
subset of bits in the frame, was received in error during a 
transmission in the communications system, wherein the frame 
includes an indicator field comprised of a plurality of bits, 
each of the bits indicates a parity error for its corresponding 
portion of the frame; and (b) involving re- transmission of only 
the portion of the frame received in error without invoking a 
re-transmission of the entire frame in the communications system 
(see abstract, col. 7 lines 42-51, and col, 7 line 66 to col. 8 
line 3 which recite transmitting and receiving data in HDLC 
frame format as shown in Fig, 1, including the frame check 
sequences and flag sequence which corresponds to the bits 
indicating parity for corresponding portion of the frame, being 
divided into units including means for resending the code data 
corresponding the unit to the transmission side when it is 
determined that the data in the unit has been erroneously 
received and retransmitting of the data in the unit; further. 
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col. 10 lines 28-41 which recite checking for occurrence of 
reception error at the receiver whereby a control signal is used 
to interrupt the transmission of the data and informs the 
retransmission request start line number to the transmission 
side to restart the transmission of the data from the 
retransmission request start line number clearly anticipate 
determining whether a portion of a frame was received in error 
during transmission, wherein the frame includes an indicator 
field comprised of a plurality of bits, each of the bits 
indicates a parity error for its corresponding portion of the 
frame; and (b) involving re- transmission of only the portion of 
the frame received in error without invoking a re-transmission 
of the entire frame) . 

For claims 25, 27-29, 31-32, Yoshida discloses all the 
subject matter of the claimed invention with the exception of 
wherein the communications system being a wireless 
communications system. 

Faber from the same or similar fields of endeavor teach 
that it is known to provide the communications system being a 
wireless communications system (see col. 3 line 64 to col. 4 
line 34 which recite the CDMA mobile communication system 
clearly anticipate the wireless communications system) . Thus, 
it would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
communications system being a wireless communications system 
as taught by Faber in the communications method and apparatus of 
Yoshida. The communications system being a wireless 
communications system can be implemented by simply substituting 
the CDMA mobile communication system of Faber for the 
communication system of Yoshida, The motivation for using a 
wireless communication system as taught by Faber in the 
communications method and apparatus of Yoshida being that it 
provides the desirable added feature of wireless communication. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 2, 4-7, 9, and 11-14 would be allowable if rewritten 
to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims . 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR l,136(a)- 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
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is not mailed until after the end of the THREE -MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Shick C. 
Hom whose telephone number is 571-272-3173. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Seema Rao can be 
reached on 571-272-3174. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300, 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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